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REMARKS 

Claims 1-23 are pending in the application. Claims 1-2, 11-17 and 21-22 were 
rejected under 35 U.SC § 102 (b). Claims 3-10, 12 and 18-20 were rejected under 35 
U.S.C. § 103 (a). Claim 12 was objected to. 

Claim Objections 

Claim 1 2 was objected to under 37 CFR 1 .75(c) as being Of improper dependent 
form for failing to further limit the subject matter of a previous oiaim. 
Applicants have responded by canceling daim 12 

Rejection Under ^U.S.C/S 102/b^ .. 

Claims 1-2, -ji 1-17 and 21-22 we re fleeted lilhcler 35 U ? S .C- § 102 (b) as being 
anticipated by U.S. Patent Number 6,2136,857 B1 issued to Calabrese et al. on May 22, 
2001. ..-V y' 

Applicants have avoided this ground of reje^oh for the following reasons. 

Applicants' qlaim 1, as amended, now recites, 

"wherein the one or more subscriber based tirggei^ comprise One or more 
pf Origination_Attempt_Authori2ed, Collected 
Analyzed ^Information triggers ... *\ 

Calabrese does riot teach this limitation, instead, Calabrese teaches ''the l£-4i 
originating trigger mechanism is used to associate a mobile station with an enhanced 
wireless service; and serving MSC 203 uses the 18^41 signaling protocols to provide 
information about the enhanced wireless service to the E*M$C, which associates the 
information with a temporary local dialing nurti^ir ^LdN)y The enhanced MSC then 
uses the IS-41 protocols to provide the TLDN to the $0ryln0 MSC, which uses the TLtDN 
to call the E-MSC via the PSTN. When the E-MSG receives the call, it uses the 
information associated with the TLDN to call the Service Node and provide the 
advanced wireless service", as stated in column % line 61-67 to column 7, lines 1-8. 
However, contrary to applicants' claim 1, Calabrese does pot teach "wherein the one or 
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more subscriber based trigger^ comprise one or more of 
Origination_Attempt_Authorized, C^lieoiedjnfomiation, and Analyzed Jnfomnation 
triggers". 

Thus, the clear teaching of Calabrese js that the one or more subscriber based 
triggers do not comprise one of more of Origihation_Attempt_Authoriz0d, 
Collected Jnformation, arid Analyzed Jntontiation triggers. 

In view of the foregoing, applicants submit that Calabrese does not describe 
each and every element of claim 1, and therefore! claim 1 is not anticipated by 
Calabrese. Since claims 2-11 and 13-15 depend from allowable claim 1, these claims 
are also allowable over Calabrese. 

Independent claims 16 and 22 each have a limitation similar to that of 
independent claim 1 , which was shown is not taught by Calabrese, For example, 
independent claim$ 16 and 22 recite, 'SA/herdin :ftie';o^\or rriore subscriber based 
triggers comprise one or more of Grigi^ 

Coilectedjnformatioh, and Analy^d^lnforrtiatibn triggers"; Calabrese does not teach 
this limitation for the above-mehtioned reasons, Therefore, claims 16 and 22 aire 
likewise allowable over the proposed combination. $ince cjaims 17-21 depend from 
Claim 16, these dependent claims are also allowable bver Calabrese. 

Rejection Under 35 U .S.C. Sffo'fa) 

Claims 3, 8 and 10 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent Number 6,236,857 B1 issued to Calabrese et al. on May 
22, 2001 in view of U.S. Patent Application Number 2005/0262020 Issued to Karissbn 
dated November 24, 2005. 

Claims 4, 5 and 18 were rejected under 35 UjS.C. § 103 (a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Patent Number 6,236,857 B1 issued to Calabrese et al. on May 
22, 2001 In view of U.S. Patent Application Number 2005/020202^ issued to Karlsson \; 
dated November 24, 2005, and further in view/ of U.ia^ai^riit Number 6,075,982 issued 
to Donovan etal. on 6,075,962. 

Claims 6 and 7 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 (a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent Number 6,236,857 B1 issued to Caleb re$e et al. on May 22, 2001 in 
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view of U.S. Patent Application Number 2065/0262020 issued to Karlsson dated 
November 24, 2005, and further in view of U.S. Patent Application Number 
2004/0240646 A1 issued to O'Oonnell dated December 2, 2004. 

Claim 9 was rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103 (a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent Number 6,236,857 B1 issued .'to Galabrese et al. on May 22, 2001 in view of 
U.S. Patent Application Number 2005/0262020 issued to Karlsson dated November 24, 
2005, and further in view of U.S. Patent Number 5,635,856 Issued to Patel on 
5,835,856. , 

Claim 12 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03 (a) as being unpatentable over 
US. Patent Number 6,236,857 B1 issued to Calabrese et al. on May 22, 2001 in view 
of U.S. Patent Number 6,373,930 B1 issued to McConnell et al. on April 16. 2002, 

Claims 1 9 arid 20 were rejected u}ider 35 U.S.C. § 103 (a) as being unpatentable 
over U.S. Patent Number 6,236,857 B1 issued to Calabfe&e et al. on May 22, 2001 in 
view of U.S. Patent Application Number 2005/0262620 issued to karlsson dated 
November 24, 2005, and farther in view of U.S. Patent Number 6,075,982 issued to 
Donovan et al. on 6,075,982, and further in view of U.S. Patent Application Number 
2004/0240646 A1 issued to O'Donhell dated December 2, 2004, 

Applicants re;spectfully traverse these grounds df rejection tor the following 
.reasons. -Vr • 

These rejections are based on the rejection under' 35 U.S.C. §1 02(b) being 
proper. As that ground of rejection has been ' over^me, and none of the cited 
references teach or suggest "Wherein the One Or mom subscriber based triggers 
comprise one or more of Ofig ihatiori_Att^nipt_Authori2la(j, : C6lleeted_l nf ormation , and 
Analyzedjnformation triggers", as recited in applicants' independent claims 1, 16 and 
22, the combination of Calabrese, Karlsson, Donovan, O'Donnell, Patel, and McConnell 
does not supply this missing element. Thus, these combinations do riot make obvious 
any of applicants' claims, all of which require the aforesaid limitation. 

Claim Amendments 

Claims 3, 5-11, 13, 15 and 1 9 were amended to add the term "and". No new 
matter was added. 
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New Claim 

New claim 23 has been added- Claim 23 ihdudes a limitation directed to the one 
or more triggers. No hew matter has been added. 

Conclusion ; 

It is respectfully submitted that the Office ^ Action's rejections have been overcprne 
and that this application is now in condition for allowance. Reconsideration and 
allowance are, therefore, respectfully solicited. 

If, however, the Examiner still believes that thate anb unresblved issues, he is 
invited to call applicants' attorney so th&t arrangements rtiay be made to discuss and 
resolve any such issues. 

! Respedtfujly subttiiited, 



By. 



Oarnieri B Patti 
Attorney for Applicants 
R^g. No. 26,784 



Dated: October 1 1 , 2006 



Carmen B. Patti & Associates, LLC 
Customer Number 47382 
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New Claim OCT 1 2 2006 

New claim 23 has been added. Claim 23 ihciudes a limitation directed to the one 
or more triggers. Nd new matter had been added. 

Conclusion 

It is respectfully submitted that the Oft ice Action's rejections have been overcome 
and that this application is now in condition for allowance. Reconsideration and 
allowance are, therefore, respectfully solicited. 

If, however, the Examiner still bdleves thajt there are unresolved issues, he is 
invited to call applicants' attorney so that arrangements may be made to discuss and 
resolve any such fescues. 



Respectfully submitted, 




Carrpeh $. Patti 
Attorney for Applicants 
j. Mb: 26,784 



Dated: October 12, 2006 



> i 

Carmen B. Patti & Associates, LLC 
Customer Number 47382 
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